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REMARlgS 



Present Statua nf th ^ AppUcg tiftn 

Tlie Office Action rejected all prescntly-pending olaiins 1-4. Specifically, the Office 
Action rejected claims 1 under 35 US.C. 1 12. second pamgraph. as being indefinite for failing to 
particuJarly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which apphcant regairfs as the 
invention. The Office Action further rejected claims 1. 3 and 4 under 35 U.S.C. ] 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over AAPA in view of Matsko et al. (US 4.331,996). The Office Action also 
rejected claim 2 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over AAPA in view of Matsko et 
ai. and Solomon (US 5.053.978). Applicants have amended claims 1 and 2 to improve clarity. 
After entry of the foregoing amendments, claims M i^main pending in the present applicaHon. 
and reconsideration of those claims is respectfully requested. 

Discussion of Office Aftf jon Reierfiftiis 

The OfiBce Action rejected claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. 1 12. second pamgniph. More 
specifically, the Office Action further rejected claim 1 due to following statements "said starter 
relay and timer relay are connected in parallel", and 'Vheiein said timer switch and said switch 
circuit are connected in parallel forming a first parallel circmt". 

It is a first question from the Office Action that "a parallel connection can be made either 
between the coils (solenoids) or between their contacts". For clearly definhig the claimed feature. 
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the Applicants have amended claims 1 and 2 such that the ti«,er switch and the switch circuit 
have their contm, connected in parallel, and the starter relay and tl,e timer relay have the,,; 
fifintacte connected in parallel. The amended part can be concluded fiom paragraph [0020] in the 
Specification of the present applicaUon. especially "the starter relay 24 is turned off ... At the 
same time, the timer relay 25 remains on for a px^determined time period". It is obv.n...ly 
the Qffice Action aglfflowledraB tha t "[f the parallel o onnectinn I. betwe.^ th. r^ fi^ .h^ 

Whenever timer is activated, the orh«^ starter relay is artivated tnn- fr^^ . -y the Offi». A.Hn^> 
Accordingly, since the starter relay does not always turn on when the timer relay turns on. 
the parallel connection between the tim.r »...y t he .t.rt.r ^ 

I^r»vaen their yffnfarf. . The same conclusion can be made for the timer switch and the switch 
circuit 

It is another question from the Office Action that ^ If the parallel connection is made 
between their contacts then again the question arises as to what kind of contacts are used. ie.. 
normally closed or normally open." To answer the question, the IEEE446 standard should be 
considered. Accordingly to IEEE466 standard, the frequency converter should continuously 
oiitputting power to the equipment when the power is beyond 70%. Therefore, the starter rei«v 
ffhomd \^ normqllY nn . Further, according to paragraph [0020] in Specification of the present 
application, "when the voltage level of the power supply is below a predetermined voltage 
level ... the timer relay 25 remains on for a predetermined time period", the timer r.iny 
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flormallSlon and is a power off delay relay (for example, a power off delay timer is made by 
OMRON). 

Accordingly, the amended claims 1 and 2 clearly define how the parallel connection is 
made. Therefore, withdmwn of ejection under 35 U.S.C. 112 and mx,nsidoration of the 
tejectioo under 35 U.S.C. 103 is respectfully requested. 

The Office Action fijrther rejected claims 1. 3 and 4 upder 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over AAPA in view of Matsko et al. (US 4.331.996). Applicants respectfully 
traverse the rejections for at least the reasons set forth below. 

As stated in the Office Action, the AAPA does not disclose activation of the starter i^lay 
in a power-up process (page 5 - page 6). However, the AAPA does not disclose the claimed 

^'"^^ "'^'^ ^^i^^h switch Oin^uit h.ve t1,.ir on».„^, ...^ected in n«r.1... 

fomxing a first parallel circuit, said starter r elay and timer relav h.ve th.i. ..n tacts conn....H 
SmM forming a second paraUel circuit, said first parallel cireult and said second circuit are 
connected in series" as claimed in claim 1, cither. 

Even combined with Matsko. combination of the AAPA and Matsko still does not 
disclose the following featu.« "said timer switch and said ^it.h ..-^..it h„,,, .f,,., 
conny^t^d in Pf.ranr| fomiing a first parallel circuit, said starter .^l^v «nH tin^^r r.r.v hy ,, 
ppntactsponnerte^i^Pff^qUftl forming a second parallel circuit, said fl«t pai^llel circuit and said 
second circuit are connected in series" as claimed in claim 1 . The Oflice Action states that . .the 
starter relay (element UVRC in Fig. 1) ... The timer relay determines whether or not to tum 
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on/ofrthe timer switch (element UVRC in Fig. 1)..." page 6. Th^efore. the Omc. 
takes the element UVRC «s tho st^rf.. ....v ... ^.j.,^ however. . ,.n,.. 

plepqent fUVRC) ps impo>^sih|^ to have its contaefa .tm..lHin eo„slv ni>r«iM , ^1,. 
egnn^ted w^i the tim^r n^lWV Accordingly, combination of the AAPA and Matsko does not 
teach, suggest or disclose the technique feature of '-the timer .witch .nH the .switnh .ir^y . 
have their cppfacte ^popect ir, parallel, an d th e .Starter r.\, v and the tin,«r r.Uy h.^. ,,,,, 

pontacts connect in p q mllH" as claimed in claim ]. Tljerefore. combination of the AAPA and 
Matsko does not render claim 1 obvious. 

Accordingly, claim 1 is patentable over AAPA and Matsko. 

As a matter of law, clahns 3 and 4 are patentable over AAPA and Matsko since their 
dependent claim, claim I, is patentable over AAPA and Matsko. 

The Office Action further rejected claim 2 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over AAPA in view of Matsko and Solomon (US 5,053.978). Applicants respectfully traverse the 
rejections for at least the reasons set forth below. 

As discussed above, the AAPA does not discJose activation of the starter relay in a 
power-up process (page 5 - page 6). However, the AAPA does not disclose the claimed feature 
timer switch and ^^id syitph cirp^Ht have their contant. cni,n^.t.^ ir^ p o^ n ^ i fyrmins a first 
parallel circuit, said at^rtcr rglay an d rimw relay have their contact. r»nn..^ed in parallel forming 
a second parallel circuit, said first pamllej circuit and said second circuit are comiected in series" 
as claimed in claim ]. either. Even combined with Matsko. combination of the AAPA and 
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Mat.ko still does not disclose the same feature and therefore combination of the AAPA and 
Matslco does not render claim I obvious. Further, even combined with Solomon, the combination 
of AAPA in view of Matslco and Solomon does not dUclose the same feature of claim 1 stated 
above, and therefore docs not render claim 1 obvious. Accordingly, claim 1 is patentable over 
AAPA in view of Matsko and Solomon. 

Accordingly, claim 2 is patentable over AAPA in view of Matsko and Solomon as a 
matter of law since its dependent claim, i.e.. claim 1. is pat«sntable over AAPA. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, Applicant respectfiilly submits that independent claim 
1 patently define over the prior art references, and should be allowed. For at least the same 
reasons, dependent claims 2-4 patently define over the prior art as well. 
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rnNri.USlON 

For at least the foregoing leasons, It is believed that the pending claims 1 -4 are in ^per 
condition for allowance. If the Examiner believes Ihat a telephone conference would «cpedite 
the examination of Ae above-identified patent application, the Examiner is invited to call the 
undersigned. 



Date: . Z2 , M£> 



Jianq Chyun Intellectual Property Office 

T^^'Floor-UNo. 100 

Roosevelt Road, Section 2 

Taipei, 100 

Taiwan 

Tel: 011-886-2-2369-2800 
Fax: 01 1-886-2-2369-7233 
Email: hotindaraic ipprftap com^tw 
T Jsfl(@ i cipgro Mp.com Xvl 



Respectfully submitted, 

blinda Lee 
Registration No.: 46,863 
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